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J\EGzG ROCKY FLATS

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
2

DATE: August 2%, 1994
From. 367 . d. Beckman, SPP, Bldg 080, X8725
7 _EROWY R. A. Stults, Procurement, Bldg 080, X8514
SUBJECT: TECHNICAL EVALUATION OF HALLIBURTON NUS’ DETAILED DEFINITIZATION

PROPOSAL FOR MTS TASK ORDER MTS 225471001ST3, ACCELERATED SLUDGE
PROCESSING CONCEPTUAL DESIGN
RAS-153-94

TdB- 3674

The attached proposal is forwarded for Technical Evaluation. Please provide your
written comments by August 26, 1994, in order to meet the acquisition schedule.

Your assessment should concentrate on the following information which is derived
from the attached April 1993 “Guide for Performing and Preparing Technical
Evaluations of Subcontractor Proposals.” Your response may be handwritten,
however, for clarification purposes please follow up with a typewritten copy.

For proposals submitted competitively, please submit a separate response for each
proposal. Additional pages should be attached as necessary, especially to
support “no” answers. Additionally, this may be important if there is a lengthy
scenario (i.e., when task level, skill category, rate by MTS/ASC year, etc. are
necessary.) Please attach a Purchase Requisition (PR) if additional funds are
required.

1. Statement of Work
(Y) (NI (N/A)

%%ia. QXS( Y( ) Are the proposed work statement and schedule compatible with
the technical requirement and are assumptions made by the
Offeror acceptable?

b. - If there were incorrect assumptions made, tasks omitted by
the Offeror, or no is answered above, please indicate what
and why (use separate sheet if necessary.)

ADMIN RECORD

EG&G ROCKY FLATS, INC., ROCKY FLATS PLANT, P.O, BOX 464, GOLDEN, COLORADOQ 80402-0464 (303) 966-7000
1101-A-000236
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1)

L) (N) (N/A)

(X)( Y( ) Do the number of Tabor hours proposed by the Offeror compare
JVA- to the number of hours in the cost estimate submitted with

the Purchase Requisition (PR)?

(X)( )( ) On the proposed labor mix and skill Tevel, do the labor
classifications and capabilities offered compare to the
various tasks specified in the SOW and are they reasonable
and appropriately balanced between manager and worker?

(}Q( Y( ) Are the proposed technical personnel appropriately qualified
ﬁa} to perform the SOW?

If there is a no answer .above, please indicate what and why.
Additionally, after evaluating each proposed labor category
and the proposed hours per task, determine the position that
you want to take for reducing hours, if applicable, and
explain your rational. Also indicate the maximum position
you are willing to take to increase hours per Tabor category
per task from your stated position in the event the Offeror
presents arguments, justification, clarification, etc., that
would cause you to allow an increase in hours from your
stated position (use separate sheet if necessary.)

Other Direct Costs (ODCs)

d.

b.

(Y (N)(N/A)

( Y( ) Are the ODCs proposed by the Offeror reasonable? Review all
A items by questions need, quantity, adequacy, and possibility
of a less expensive substitute. Provide

justification/rationale where you differ with the proposed
oo 05 Dosphions's Condifions =1 does yet 3 low 015
owever . o maeke wore frops Thaw grepeed w/p C7H
approval. Tou ofher words ona(y, "Hee pro)osed s
are cphroved «s /dl*o/dast-:{,’ 4y

( )( )()Q Are there ODC rental items proposed that will require a
Mb Justification for Lease (JFL) form PDI-103? Please attach.
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c. jxf( )( ) If Tabor hours are detailed for lTower tier subcontractors, do
A&é the number of labor hours proposed by the Offeror compare to
the number of hours in the cost estimate submitted with the
Purchase Requisition (PR) and do the labor classifications
and capabilities offered compare to the various tasks
specified in the SOW?

d. If there is a no answer above, please indicate what and why
(use separate sheet if necessary.)

Travel
LY)(N) (N/A)
a. ( )( ) Is the proposed travel, including number of trips, number of
4& people, destinations, number of per diem days, etc.,
necessary and appropriate for the accomplishment of the SOW?
b. If there is a no answer above, please indicate what and why

(use separate sheet if necessary.)

However e ONCs  #3a. albove.

chedule

() (N)(N/A)
a. O()( )( ) Is the proposed schedule realistic for completion of the SOW?

b. 2?)( )( ) Do proposed deliverables meet program need dates?
4

c. If there is a no answer above, please indicate what and why

(use separate sheet if necessary.)
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z M1

) (N)(N/AY

()6( Y( ) As a result of your review of resumﬁs, are all personnel

(ﬁ(é’ acceptable at the labor category proposed? If approved,
please complete the stamped approval found on each r§sud§ in
the Technical Volume of the Offeror and return a copy with

tEf ecpn1c 1 evaluatjon. If not approved, please explain.
D/Cqse st Eec [
o ﬂrvva/ Qu-j rZSuZZf'; fo ue /%4-“)5‘_5-/

7. [Evaluation Criteria

For proposals submitted competitively, provide as an attachment, the points
you scored for each proposal based on the weighted evaluation criteria.
Procurement will evaluate cost. Include an overall statement for each
proposal as to whether it is acceptable or unacceptable.

8. Government Furnished Property
If Government Furnished Property (GFP) will be provided, attach a list that
has a complete description including, but not limited to, manufacturer,
model no., part no., year, serial no., etc; the Government Property Number;
and the number of units of each item to be provided to the awardee.

Should you have questions, please contact me at the above extension.

dma

Enclosures:
As Stated
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Technical Evaluation performed by:

hﬂzzapbuzs c/ (géth;Auq~‘ (25722)

Name £ (cou A. Collins (;4-5.5-/ c7A - Tecdu CQA

Wuﬂm

S1gnature

&VAMU(/W/

Date
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) l&\‘ Halllburton S . 910 Clopper Road
Wl’l FCORPORATION Gaithersburg, MD 20878-1399

(301) 258-6000

EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. @@[j t‘/

Mr. Robert A, Stults, Sr.
Subcontract Administrator WITHOUT LABOR.

Procurement, Interlocken RATES
P.O. Box 464
Golden, CO 80402-0464

Subject: Proposal for Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge
Processing Conceptual Design

Reference: a) EG&G Rocky Flats Request For Proposal MTS 225471001AS83/ST3 dtd 12 Jul
1994
b) HMNUS Itr did 04 Aug 1994, A, Micheli (HNUS) to R. Stults (EG&G); ROM
estimate
¢) EG&G ltr dtd 16 Aug 1994 R. Stults (EG&G) to B. Brosch (HNUS);
Amendment No. 1 to RFP MTS 225471001AS3/8T3
d) Letter Task Order 225471001573 dtd 08 Aug 1994

Enclosure: 1) SF 1411 (original) and cost data dtd 17 Aug 1994
2) Basis of Estimate dtd 17 Aug 1994
3) Assumptions and Conditions dtd 17 Aug 1994
4) Statement of Work (Redlined Version)
5) OCI Disclosure Statement dtd 17 Aug 1994
6) Technical Volume dtd 17 Aug 1994

Dear Mr. Stuits:

Halliburton NUS Corporation (HNUS), has completed it review of the red-lined version
of the statement of work and is pleased to provide to EG&G Rocky Flats , in
accordance with References (a) through (c), three copies of our Fixed Hourly Rate
proposal for Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design. Our proposal consists
of three copies of the Cost Volume (1 without labor rates) provided as Enclosures (1)
through (5) and three copies of the Technical Volume, that includes the project
schedule, as Enclosure (6).

Please be advised that the enclosed data are considered competition sensitive and
proprietary and therefore, it is requested that such is handled in accordance with U.S.
Code 5 U.8.C. 552,

| \L&" A Halliburton Company N0 frasy




Mr. Robert A. Stults Sr.
August 17, 1994
Page - 2

Enclosure (1) consists of Standard Form 1411 and cost schedules that phase cost by
subtask time periods, Government fiscal year, and MTS labor rate time periods.
Enclosure (2) provides the basis of estimate (BOE). The BOE fully discloses, in
accordance with Part 15 of the FAR, that the costs are current, accurate, and complete.
Enclosure (3) provides the Assumptions and Conditions upon which the estimated
price, schedule and scope are predicated. Enclosure (4) provides the statement of
work "Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual
Design dated August 3, 1994, Revision 1, (Red-lined) and Greatly Accelerated Sludge
Processing Meeting Minutes dated August 1, 1994 which combined determine the
baseline for HNUS performance. Enclosure (5) provides the OCI Disclosure Statement.

Enclosure (6) provides the Technical Volume that includes the technical understanding
and approach, scope of work summary, and project schedule.

This proposal shall remain valid for a period of ninety (90) days. If you have any
questions, please call me on (301) 258-6051 or fax (301) 258-5887.

Sincerely,
Halliburton NUS Corporation

e

Barry Brosch
Senior Contract Administrator

cc: D. Brenneman/Alief
R. Ninesteel/Foster Plaza
T. Snare/Foster Plaza




CONTRACT PRICING PROPOSAL COVER SHEET

1. Solicitation/Contract/Modification
MTS 22547 1001AS3/ST3

FORM APPROVED
OMS NO.9000-0013

NOTE: This form is used in contract actions if submission of cost or pricing data is required. (See FAR 15.804—6(b))

2. NAME AND ADDRESS OF OFFEROR (include ZIP Code)

Halliburton NUS Corporation
910 Clopper Road

3A. Name and Title of Offeror's
Point of Contact

Barry Brosch
Senior Contract Administrator

3B. Telephone No.

(301) 2586051

Gaithersburg, Maryland 20878

4. Type of Contract Action (Chec

A. New Contract D. Letter
B. Change Order (Revision) E, Unpriced Order
C. Price Revision/ X| F. Other (Specify)
Redetermination Task Order
5. Type of Contract (Check) 6. Proposed Cost (A+B=C)
FFP CPFF [l CPIF [ ] CPAF . A. Cost B. Profit/Fee C. Total
FPI OTHER (Specify) Fixed Hourly Rate 242 569,95

7. Piace(s) and Period(s) of Performance
Pittsburgh, PA

August 8, 1994 through November 30, 1994

8. List and reference the identification, quantity and total price proposed for each contract line item. A line item cost
breakdown supporting this recap is reguired unless otherwise specified by the Contracting Officer. (Continue on reverse)

A. LINE ITEM NO. B. IDENTIFICATION C. QUANTITY D. TOTAL PRICE E. REF.
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects 2897 218,932.79
Accelerated Sludge Procassing See Attached
Conceptual Design Cost Proposal
Proposal Cost 426 23,637.16

9. PROVIDE NAME, ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER FOR THE FOLLOWING (I available)

A. Contract Administration Office
DCMAOQ Baltimore (410) 3394776
200 Towsontown Blvd., West
Towson, MD 21204—5299
Attn: Walter Gelsler

B. Audit Office

DCAA, Harold V. Barnett (301) 8161420

Silver Spring Branch Office, Metro Plaza
8403 Colesville Road, Suite 620
Silver Spring, MD 20810-3312

10. Will you require the use of any Government Proparty 11. Do you require Govern— 11B. Type of Financing
in the performance of this work? (lf “Yes," identify.) ment Contract Financing {check one)
to perform this proposed (] Advance Progress
[:] Yes No contract? (If "Yes,' complete Payments Payments
ltem 11B) Other
Yes No [] Guarenteed Loans

12. Have you been awarded any contracts or subcontracts
for the same or similar items within the past 3 years?
(if *Yes," identify item(s), customer(s) and contract No.)
Yes [:EY] No

13. Is this proposal consistent with your est
and accounting practices and procedu
Cost Principles? (If "No," explain)

[X] Yes No

ablished astimating
res and FAR Part 31

14. COST ACCOUNTING STANDARDS BOARD (CASB) DATA (Public Law 91—379 as amended and FAR Part 30)

A. Will this contract action be subjecct to CASB regula--
tions? (if "No," explain in proposal)

[X] Yes [ ] No

B. Have you submitted a CASB Disclosure Statement
(CASB DS—1 or 2)7 (if "Yes,* specify in proposal the office
to which submitted and if determined to be adequate)
DCMAO (see block 9B)

Yes [ INo

C. Have you been notified that you are or may be in non—
compliance with your disclosure statement of cost
accounting standards? (if "Yes,' explain in proposal)

Yes [ ] No (See Attachment)

D. ls any aspect of this proposal inconsistent with your
disclosed practices or applicable cost accounting

standards? (If *Yes,” explain in proposal)

Yes No

This proposal is submitted in response to the RFP, contract modification, etc. in Item 1 and reflects our best estimates

and/or actual costs as of this date and conforms with the instructions in

FAR 15,804 —6(b) (2), Table 15-2. By

submitting this proposal, the offeror, if selected for negotiation, grants the contracting officer or an authorized representative
the right to examine, at any time before award, those books, records, documents and other types of factual information
regardiess of form or whether such supporting information is specifically referenced or included in the proposal as the basis
for pricing, that will permit an adequate evaluation of the proposed price.

15. Name and Titlg)(Type)
Rob(rta%ller ice Presidefit

16. Name of Firm
Halliburton NUS Corporation

18, Date of submission
August 17, 1994

N_ 1411102

[t
[/

Standard Form 1411 (Rev. 7--87)
FAR (48 CFR) 53.215-2(c)

OO momt
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alliburton NUS Corporation

08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

Task 1 - White Paper
Period of Petformance:

Employee

Ninesteel
Montroy

Brenneman
Francis
Yesso

3riggs
Glorieux
Henderson, W.
ughes
Olmstead

Brosch
Finke

Flory
Jonnet

Olup
Snare

Alex
Mandus

Total Labor

Subcontracts

Labor Category

Proj Mgr
Prog Mgr

Sr. Phy Scientist
Sr. Phy Scientist
Sr. Phy Scientist

Sr. Engineer
Sr. Engineer
Sr. Engineer
Sr. Engineer
Sr. Engineer

Engineer |
Engineer |

Engineer |
Engineer I

Engineer ll|
Engineer llI

Clerical
Clerical

Other Direct Costs

Computer Usage (Attachment A)

Plotter Usage- Bond
Plotter Usage- Vellum

Federal Express (Attachment B)

Travel (Attachment C)

Total Price

Hours

o O

15
40
30

o

o o

99

OO OO

Rate

August 8, 1994 through August 12, 1994

Cost
7,547.68
3.48 /hour 0.00
8.00 /each 0.00
12.00 /each 0.00
29.74 /12 Ib pack 0.00
0.00
7,547.68
O,:t;éw&

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.8.C.5

k\\x’\
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Halliburton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Task 1 - White Paper

Period of Performance: | August 13, 1994 through August 24, 1994

Zmployee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr 0

Montroy Prog Mgr 0

3renneman Sr. Phy Scientist 0

=rancis Sr. Phy Scientist 8

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 0

3riggs Sr. Engineer | 0

Slorieux Sr. Engineer 30

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 50

—ughes Sr. Engineer 56

Jlmstead Sr. Engineer 40

3rosch Engineer | 0

Zinke Engineer | 15

=lory Engineer | 15

Jonnet Engineer Il 40

Olup Engineer lil 0

Snare Engineer lli 0

Alex Clerical 10

Mandus Clerical 30

Total Labor 294 _ ) 20,578.19

Subcontracts

Ither Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 150 3.48 /hour 522.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 0 8.00 /each 0.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 0 12.00 /each 0.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 1 29.74 /12 |b pack 29.74
Travel (Attachment C) 0.00

“otal Price 21,129.93

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 (rHA0) et 3
0\“4 A0 A RS
1Y




Halliburton NUS Corporation
> 08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

Task 1 - White Paper
Period of Performance:

Employee Labor Category
Ninesteel Proj Mgr
Montroy Prog Mgr
Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist
Francis Sr. Phy Scientist
Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist
Briggs Sr. Engineer
Glorieux Sr. Engineer
Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer
Hughes Sr. Engineer
Olmstead Sr. Engineer
Brosch Engineer |

Finke Engineer |

Flory Engineer |l
Jonnet Engineer ||

Olup Engineer il
Share Engineer i

Alex Clerical

Mandus Clerical

Total Labor

Subcontracts

Other Direct Costs

Computer Usage (Attachment A)

Plotter Usage- Bond
Plotter Usage- Vellum

Federal Express (Attachment B)

Travel (Attachment C)

Total Price

\\\d‘\

SUMMARY

August 8, 1994 through August 24, 1994

Hours Rate

oo

45
90
86
49

20
40

10
30

393

150

Cost
28,352.12
3.48 /hour 522.00
8.00 /each 0.00
12.00 /each 0.00
29.74 12 Ib pack 29.74
0
28,903.86

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U'S'C'as-%tml}wm

0L =



Hallib‘urton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Task 2 - CDR Draft & Final

Period of Performance: August 8, 1994 through August 12, 1994

Employee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr 0

Montroy Prog Mgr 1

Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist 10

Francis Sr. Phy Scientist 8

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 0

Briggs Sr. Engineer 0

Glorieux Sr. Engineer 0

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 0

Hughes Sr. Engineer 0

Olmstead Sr. Engineer 0

Brosch Engineer | 0

Finke Engineer | 0

Flory Engineer I 0

Jonnet Engineer || 0

Olup Engineer lil 4

Snare Engineer IlI 25

Alex Clerical 0

Mandus Clerical 5

Total Labor _ 53 _ 2,959.75

Subcontracts

Other Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 0 3.48 /hour 0.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 0 8.00 /each 0.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 0 12.00 /each 0.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 0 58.71 /50 Ib pack 0.00
Travel (Attachment C) 3,835.00

Total Price 6,794.75

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S5.C.552 RO ume sl
A\ COADE (A



Halliburton NUS Corporation
. 08/17/94

ocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Task 2 - CDR Draft & Final

Period of Performance: August 13, 1994 through November 30, 1994

=mployee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr 118

Montroy Prog Mgr 14

3renneman Sr. Phy Scientist 104

=rancis Sr. Phy Scientist 40

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 32

3riggs Sr. Engineer 8

Slorieux Sr. Engineer 230

-lenderson, W. Sr. Engineer 328

-ughes Sr. Engineer 460

Jlmstead Sr. Engineer 346

3rosch Engineer | 14

~inke Engineer | 20

=lory Engineer Il 65

Jonnet Engineer | 130

Jlup Engineer llI 64

snare Engineer I 208

Alex Clerical 20

vlandus Clerical 180

“otal Labor : 2,451 _ _ 173,146.01

Subcontracts

Jther Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 350 3.48 /hour 1,218.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 11 8.00 /each 88.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 11 12.00 /each 132.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 2 58.71 /50 Ib pack 117.42
Travel (Attachment C) 8,759.00

“otal Price 183,460.43

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 Qﬁﬁw&
D\ OO e



Halliburton NUS Corporation

_ 08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

Project Summary Period 1

Period of Performance: August 8, 1994 through August 12, 1994

Employee Labor Category Hours Rate | Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr 0

Montroy Prog Mgr 1

Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist 10

Francis Sr. Phy Scientist - 8

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 0

Briggs Sr. Engineer 0

Glorieux Sr. Engineer 15

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 40

Hughes Sr. Engineer 30

Olmstead Sr. Engineer 9

Brosch Engineer | 0

Finke Engineer | 0

Flory Engineer I 5

Jonnet Engineer Il 0

Olup Engineer Il 4

Snare Engineer llI 25

Alex Clerical 0

Mandus Clerical 5

Total Labor _ - 152 _ 10,507.43

Subcontracts

Sther Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 0 3.48 /hour 0.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 0 8.00 /each 0.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 0 12.00 /each 0.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 0 0.00
Travel (Attachment C) 3,835.00

Total Price 14,342.43

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 pac&q#%

AYA IO et a



dalliburton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

?ocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Task 2 - CDR Draft & Final SUMMARY

Jeriod of Performance: August 8, 1994 through November 30, 1994
=mployee Labor Category Hours Cost
Ninesteel Proj Mgr 118

Montroy Prog Mgr 15

3renneman Sr. Phy Scientist 114

“rancis Sr. Phy Scientist 48

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 32

3riggs Sr. Engineer 8

Slorieux Sr. Engineer 230

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 328

dughes Sr. Engineer 460

Jlmstead Sr. Engineer 346

3rosch Engineer | 14

=inke Engineer | 90

~lory Engineer Il 65

Jonnet Engineer Il 130

Jlup Engineer lil 68

3nare Engineer llI 233

Alex Clerical 20

Viandus Clerical 185

Total Labor 2,504 _ ' 176,105.76
Subcontracts

Jther Direct Costs

Computer Usage (Attachment A) 350 3.48 /hour 1,218.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 11 8.00 /each 88.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 11 12.00 /each 132.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 2 58.71 /50 Ib pack 117.42
Travel (Attachment C) 12,594.00
“otal Price 190,255.18

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 (Y0 Ohumandtd
Ay AN AANE



Halliburton NUS Corporation

08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

Project Summary
Period of Performance:

August 13, 1994 through September 30, 1994

Employee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr 56

Montroy Prog Mgr 7

3renneman Sr. Phy Scientist 48

~rancis Sr. Phy Scientist 24

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 8

3riggs Sr. Engineer 4

Slorieux Sr. Engineer 140

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 230

-lughes Sr. Engineer 296

Dlmstead Sr. Engineer 210

3rosch Engineer | 12

=inke Engineer | 65

~lory Engineer Il 35

Jonnet Engineer [l 120

Jlup Engineer llI 28

sSnare Engineer Il 112

Alex Clerical 10

Viandus Clerical 90

Total Labor 1,495 107,056.12

Subcontracts

Jther Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 250 3.48 /nour 870.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 0 8.00 /each 0.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 0 12.00 /each 0.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 1 29.74 /50 Ib pack 29.74
Travel (Attachment C) 3,230.00

“otal Price 111,185.86

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 Oj}ﬁ%w‘g
AWH 00GeQ WS




alliburton NUS Corporation

. 08/17/94 .
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Project Summary Period 3

Period of Performance: October 1, 1994 through November 30, 1994
Employee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost
Ninesteel Proj Mgr 62

Montroy Prog Mgr 7

Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist 56

Francis Sr. Phy Scientist 24

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 24

3riggs Sr. Engineer 4

Glorieux Sr. Engineer 120

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 148

Hughes Sr. Engineer 220

Olmstead Sr. Engineer 176

3rosch Engineer | 2

Finke Engineer | 40

“lory Engineer || 45

Jonnet Engineer Ii 50

Olup Engineer lli 36

Snare Engineer I 96

Alex Clerical 20

Mandus Clerical 120

Total Labor ' 1,250 _ 86,668.08
Subcontracts

Other Direct Costs

Computer Usage (Attachment A) 250 3.48 /hour 870.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 11 8.00 /each 88.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 11 12.00 /each 132.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 2 58.71 /50 Ib pack 117.42
Travel (Attachment C) 5,529.00
Total Price 93,404.50

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.8.C.552 GMUWSL
\u\n/\ IO0 160 A



Halliburton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
TOTAL PROJECT SUMMARY ALL PERIODS

Period of Performance: August 8, 1994 through November 30, 1994

Employee Labor Category Hours Cost

Ninesteel Proj Mgr ~ 118

Montroy Prog Mgr 15

Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist 114

Francis Sr. Phy Scientist 56

Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 32

Briggs Sr. Engineer 8

Glorieux Sr. Engineer 275

Henderson, W. Sr. Engineer 418

Hughes Sr. Engineer 546

Olmstead Sr. Engineer 395

Brosch Engineer | 14

Finke Engineer | 105

Flory Engineer |l 85

Jonnet Engineer Il 170

Olup Engineer Il 68

Snare Engineer il 233

Alex Clerical 30

Mandus Clerical 215

Total Labor 2,897 204,231.63

Subcontracts

Other Direct Costs
Computer Usage (Attachment A) 500 3.48 /hour 1,740.00
Plotter Usage- Bond 11 8.00 /each 88.00
Plotter Usage- Vellum 11 12.00 /each 132.00
Federal Express (Attachment B) 3 147.16
Travel (Attachment C) 12,594.00

Total Price 218,932.79

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 aji@ww»d'@
'\\m 0N I BARS



alliburton NUS Corporation

08/17/94
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
Proposal Cost [
Employee Labor Category Hours Rate Cost
Ninesteel Proj Mgr 84
Montroy Prog Mgr 0
Brenneman Sr. Phy Scientist 0
Francis Sr. Phy Scientist 0
Yesso Sr. Phy Scientist 0
3riggs Sr. Engineer 0
Glorieux Sr. Engineer 20
~lenderson, W. Sr. Engineer 0
—lughes Sr. Engineer 14
Almstead Sr. Engineer 7
3rosch Engineer | 56
~inke Engineer | 2
=lory Engineer Il 0
Jonnet Engineer Ii 7
Olup Engineer llI 0
3nare Engineer [l 162
Alex Clerical 0
Mandus Clerical 74
Total Labor ' 426 23,637.16

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552 aﬂa%mﬁa
N O (A GAIOR
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ATTACHMENT A

COMPUTER USAGE
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Halliburton NUS Corporation
08/15/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Project Pondcrete and Saltcrete Treatability Studies
ATTACHMENT A - COMPUTER USAGE

Cost
386 Computer 5.5 /day
HP Laserjet Il 2.25 /day
7.75 /day

54.25 week

2821 /year
Utilization

365 days/yr
-8 holidays
-104 weekend days

253 avail. days

Usuage Rate Calculation

2821 annual cost
253 avail. days = 11.1502 daily cost
8 hours/day

1.393775 hourly cost
0.4 utilization factor

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.5.C.552 Cw@@w
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Haliiburton NUS Corporation
08/15/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Project Pondcrete and Saltcrete Treatability Studies
ATTACHMENT B - FEDERAL EXPRESS RATES

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.5.C.552
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ACCOUNT NO. 0152-0168-1

HALLIBURTON NUS
661 ANDERSON DR.
PITTSBURGH

Tuesda
04/06/
PA 15220

SPECIAL HANDLING FEES

ADDITIONAL
PER-PACKAGE CHARGE **

Weekend Pick-up ****

SEILVICE ..oevavvesserss o 10,00
Weekend Delivery ****

SEIVICE ..eoeeeseranses $ 10,00
Holiday Delivery *****

SerVICE ..vivannvesnnns § 0.00
Dangerous Goods

Service .....v0e0. e S 10.00
Collect on Delivery

Service ....ieveninans S 5.00
Address Correction

(per shipment)......... § 5.00

Declared Value - For packages
exceeding $100 in value ***
0.50 per S100 of coverage

2.50 minimum charge up to $500.00

ALASKA / HAWAII
(per shipment)

CONTINENTAL U.S. TO

Priority Letter..... S 5.00
Priority Pak 1-2 ibs§ 5.00
Priority Pak (3+ lbs)
Priority Box

Priority Tube....... S 10.00
Standard Overnight
Letter........ veraas S 5.00
Standard Overnight
Package..... F . S 10.00

Priority Package....$ 10.00
Economy 2-Day Svc...$ 10.00

5.00
5.00
10.00
5.00

10.00
10.00
10.00

Federal Express reserves the right to
charge a fee for 'billing services'
provided for either customer convenlience
or for correction of customer generated
mistakes. Please see the most recent
Federal Express Worldwide Service Guide
and Addenda for additional information.

For additional information about our
services and rates, consult your Federal
Express Worldwide Service Guide or
contact your Federal Express Account

Executive,

All rates apply only to outbound and
inbound packages charged to and paid for
by your account number as the sender or
recipient and rates include the Excise Tax
required b{,tbe Federal Government on the
transportation of property by air.

Federal Express reserves the right at any
time to amend, modify or dlscontinue
discounts contained 1n this quotation upon
prior notification.

** When 'Hundredweight' rates apply, the
Handling Fees above will be assessed

one time per shipment,

* kK

shipment is $500.00

L

when avallable.

Maximum Declared Value for any
FEDEX Letter or FEDEX Pak 1in &

saturday only. Sunday when available.

All pricing will be based on chargeable
weight. Char ¢able.we1Yht is the greater
of actual or dimensional weight. Domestic

dimensional weight for Priority Qvernight,

Standard Overnight, and Economy 2-day

Service will be calculated as follows:
(Length X Height X Width) /194

Co gright 1990 Federal Express Corporat
SHIPO680
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Tuesday
04/06/93

Economgvc

Two-Day

HUNDREDWEIGHT PRICES:
Priorit

PA 15220

39.00%
18.00%

LR}

5355 for your multiple

package (Hundredweight) rates for

ship

Overniggt

HUNDREDWEIGHT
HUNDREDWEIGHT ...
* Call 1-800-238~

ECONOMY TWQ-DAY SVC.

PRIORITY OVERNIGHT
ments consisting of only Standard

Your above rates reflect the following discounts
Overnight packages.

HALLIBURTON NUS
661 ANDERSON DR.
PITTSBURGH

Economy
2-Day Sve.
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Halliburton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
ATTACHMENT C - TRAVEL EXPENSES

Task 2 Conceptual Design Report

Houston, TX to Pittsburgh, PA

2 R.T. Airfare 720.00 * 1,440.00
15 days lodging 75.00 1,125.00
15 days meals & incidentals 34.00 510.00
15 days car rental & gas 40.00 600.00
2 Person/Trip Airport parking & transport 80.00 160.00
SUBTOTAL COST 3,835.00

One trip for W. Henderson (12 days)

One trip for D. Brenneman (3 days)

Purpose: Attend both the kick-off and partnering meeting and assist in the
development of the white paper.

* Cost based on airfare quote obtained on 21 Jul 1994. This travel has already occured. Invoice will
reflect actual cost.

Total Estimated Travel Cost for Task 2 (this page only) 3,835.00

GO Ch ok 3
PAGE S0 Ofy15

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.5.C.552
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Halliburton NUS Corporation
08/17/94

Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

ATTACHMENT C - TRAVEL EXPENSES

Task 2 Conceptual Design Report
Pittsburgh to Denver, CO
2 R.T. Airfare 2,140.00
6 days lodging 462.00
6 days meals & incidentals 228.00
6 days car rental & gas 240.00
2 Person/Trip Airport parking & transport 160.00
SUBTOTAL COST 3,230.00
One trip for 2 engineers (3 days/each) to the Rocky Flats Site.
Purpose: Site Visit
Task 2 Conceptual Design Report
Houston, TX to Pittsburgh, PA
4 R.T. Airfare 520.00 2,080.00
21 days lodging 75.00 1,575.00
21 days meals & incidentals 34.00 714.00
21 days car rental & gas 40.00 840.00
4 Person/Trip Airport parking & transport 80.00 320.00
SUBTOTAL COST 5,629.00
One trip for W. Henderson (12 days)
Three trips for D. Brenneman (3 days/each)
Purpose: Attend project review meetings and assist with the development of the
Conceptual Design Report
Total Estimated Travel Cost for Task 2 (this page only) 8,759.00

Q0 Uhumank 2
POGe S OO

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C.552




Halliburton NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
17 August, 1994

BASIS OF ESTIMATE Page 1of 2

Labor

In accordance with EG&G direction, Labor rates are based on the fixed hourly rate schedules
contained in Master Task Subcontract MTS 225471AS. Halliburton NUS has assigned the
fixed hourly rates to proposed individuals based on a comparison of individual qualifications to
those contained in the Master Task Subcontract. The guantity of hours for the individual/labor
category are based on an engineering estimate.

As stated above, the labor category rates utilized in the development of this proposal are
based on the rates contained in MTS 225471AS. Therefore it is understood that the proposed
labor rates are not based on current, accurate and complete pricing data. Attached are the
most current Corporate grade rates. The applicable overhead and G&A rates that are
applicable to the HNUS grade rates are 111.54 percent and 10.91 percent. These indirect
rates are based on the proposed provisional rates for 1994 that have been submitted to DCAA.

As delineated in previous correspondence to EG&G Rocky Flats. The labor category rates
contained in MTS 225471AS included all direct and indirect labor costs plus fee associated
with the given labor category. In accordance with clause 38 of the MTS, they also include a
nominal amount of Other Direct Costs and associated G&A for reproduction, telephone, and
U.S. mail. Examples of direct cost elements which were not included in the MTS rates are
subcontracts, Federal Express, laboratory analysis, equipment, travel, relocation, and
computer usage. These elements were not included in the MTS because the need, quantity,
and cost could only be determined/estimated at the task order level and some of these
elements were specifically excluded from the rate by clause 38.

Other Direct Costs

Computer and Plotter usage quantities are based on an engineering estimate. The computer
usage rates are based upon the calculations that are enclosed as Attachment A. Federal
Express quantities and weights are based on an engineering estimate. The corporate Federal
Express rates utilized are enclosed as Attachment B.

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C. 552

Gffachment 2
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Halliburion NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
17 August, 1994

BASIS OF ESTIMATE “Page 2 of 2

Travel

FProposed airfare costs are based on telephone price quote from Halliburton travel on 17 Aug
1994. Rates are based on coach economy class air transportation with a one week advanced,
non-refundable purchase, when available. Per diem rates are based on current maximum
daily rates found in the Federal Travel Regulations. Car rental rates are based on economy
class car from Avis plus a gas allowance. A fiat rate of $80 per trip per individual was used to
estimate ground transportation and parking to and from the airport of origin. A break down of
each trip is provided as Attachment C

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C. 552
414 pOQR 83 35



Halliburton NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
August 17, 1994

SALARY RANGE STRUCTURE
ENGINEERING, TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE
NON-EXEMPT
($/MONTH, $/YEAR)

Effective Date: January 1, 1994

FORMAL SALARY RANGE

Grade Grade Grade
Minimum Midpoint Maximum

Hourly Monthly Hourly Monthly Hourly Monthly
$4.27 $740 $5.08 $881 $5.89 $1,021
$4.51 $781 $5.86 $1,015 $7.21 $1,250
$5.20 $901 $6.76 $1,171 $8.31 $1,441
$5.99 $1,039 $7.79 $1,350 $9.59 $1,662
$6.91 $1,198 $8.98 $1,557 $11.06 $1,916
$7.97 $1,381 $10.36 $1,795 $12.75 $2,210
$9.19 $1,593 $11.94 $2,070 $14.70 $2,548
$10.59 $1,836 $13.77 $2,387 $16.95 $2,938
$12.22 $2,118 $15.88 $2,753 $19.55 $3,388
$14.09 $2,442 $18.31 $3,175 $22.54 $3,907
$16.25 $2,816 $21.12 $3,661 $25.99 $4,505
$18.73 $3,247 $24.35 $4,221 $29.97 $5,195
$21.60 $3,744 $28.08 $4,868 $34.56 $5,991
$24.91 $4,318 $32.38 $5,613 $39.86 $6,908
$28.72 $4,979 $37.34 $6,473 $45.96 $7,966

R
B
c
D
E
F
G
H
I
J
K
L
M
N
0

Hourly midpoint rounded to nearest $0.01.

Monthly salary provided for reference purposes only.
Monthly salary = ((Hourly rate x 2080) divided by 12).
Monthly salary rounded to nearest $1.00.

Use or disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.5. Code 5 U.58.C, 552 OIIQQD\MQM;



Halliburton NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design
August 17, 1994

SALARY RANGE STRUCTURE
ENGINEERING, TECHNICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE
EXEMPT
($/MONTH, $/YEAR)

Effective Date: January 1, 1994

FORMAL SALARY RANGE

Grade Grade Grade
Minimum Midpoint Maximum

Monthly Annual Monthly Annual Monthly Annual

$1,358 $16,302 $1,766 $21,192 $2,174 $26,082
$1,546 $18,557 $2,010 $24,124 $2,474 $29,691
$1,760 $21,124 $2,288 $27,462 $2,817 $33,799
$2,004 $24,047 $2,605 $31,261 $3,206 $38,475
$2,281 $27,374 $2,965 $35,586 $3,650 $43,798
$2,597 $31,161 $3,376 $40,509 $4,155 $49,858
$2,956 $35,472 $3,843 $46,114 $4,730 $56,755
$3,365 $40,380 $4,374 $52,494 $5,384 $64,608
$3,831 $45,966 $4,980 $59,756 $6,129 $73,546
$4,360 $52,326 $5,669 $68,024 $6,977 $83,721
$4,964 $59,565 $6,453 $77,435 $7,942 $95,304
$5,651 ' $67,806 $7,346 $88,148 $9,041 $108,490
$6,432 $77,187 $8,362 $100,344 | $10,292 $123,500
$7,322 $87,866 $9,519 $114,226 | $11,716  $140,586
$8,335 $100,023 | $10,836  $130,030 | $13,336 $160,037
$9,488 $113,861 $12,335  $148,020 | $15,181 $182,178
$10,801 $129,614 $14,042 $168,498 | $17,282  $207,383

Note: Al1 figures are rounded to the nearest dollar.

Use or disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.5.C. 552 C}MW&
%\\\jl\ F & z



Halliburton NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

August 17, 1994

;. 6
% ()
3.297
o 7
2,
8.
9.

: Page 1of 2
ASSUMPTIONS AND CONDITIONS

The work to be performed is defined by the statement of work entitled " Rocky
Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design,
Revision 1, dated August 3, 1994, which incorporates all red-line revisions
provided by HNUS letter dated August 4, 1994 and the Greatly Accelerated
Sludge Processing Meeting dated August 1, 1994. (Enclosure 4)

The period of performance for this effort is August 8, 1994 through November 30,
1994, as delineated in the project schedule provided herein as Enclosure 6. The
project schedule identifies the specific milestones and tasks to be performed for
the contractual completion of that work defined in the attached statement of work.

HNUS is in receipt from EG&G all pertinent data, chemical and geotechnical data
(percent solids, specific gravity, density stratification are key parameters) for the
waste in the tanks on 750 pad under current conditions, as required to perform
the enclosed statement of work.

EG&G will provide a liaison person to coordinate project activities with the HNUS
Project Manager.

EG&G will attend monthly progress review meetings held at HNUS facilities in
Pittsburgh, PA

EG&G will provide to HNUS additional technical information, as required, in time
frames which are to be identified and upon which HNUS performance is

predicated.

EG&G comments to the HNUS on the draft conceptual design is required by 02
Nov 1994.

The technical baseline upon which HNUS' CDR will be developed and delivered
pursuant to this contract requirement consists of and is predicated upon the
attached statement of work, EG&G documentation provided under the terms of
the contract, and all EPA laws and regulations, as of the date of this task order.
Further the proposal price is predicated on the same terms.

Estimated costs for Other Direct Costs are not offered to be contractually capped.
These costs are estimates based on the most current, accurate and complete

data available as stated herein. .
(f’,t\’,tfc' C'Ij T - ] i “7',/'47- //(/ 7 e 7';‘[5' ;o ae 4"“

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C. 552

QA a3




%\“(\

Halliburton NUS Corporation
Rocky Flats Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sludge Processing Conceptual Design

August 17, 1994

10.

11,

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Page 2 of 2
ASSUMPTIONS AND CONDITIONS

The terms and conditions contained in Master Task Subcontract MTS 225471AS
are applicable to the performance of this task order as required.

HNUS acknowledges the receipt of Amendment No. 1 to Solicitation No
225471001ST3 dated 16 Aug 1994.

HNUS will provide to EG&G a white paper describing the general design and
engineering basis for the process which will treat the pond siudges by 24 Aug
1994,

HNUS will provide to EG&G a draft conceptual design which expands on the
white paper by 1 gOctober 1994.

HNUS will provide to EG&G a final conceptual design which incorporates EG&G
comments by 30 Nov 1994.

HNUS will provide to the EG&G Technical Program Manager a monthly status
report by the 15th of the month as delineated in item 4.2 of the Master Task
Subcontract 225471AS, Statement of Work.

HNUS will provide to the EG&G Subcontract Administrator a monthly accrual
report by the 20th of the month as delineated in clause 14 of the Master Task
Subcontract 225471AS.

It is understood that an Irrevocable Letter of Credit will not be required under this
task because less than 50 percent of the work will be performed on the Rocky
Flats site.

Letter Task Order No. 225471001573 will be canceled and superseded upon
definitization of this proposal.

Use or Disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.S.C. 552
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STATEMENT OF WORK
SOLAR POND PROECTS
ACCELERATED SUOGE PROCESSING - CONCEPTUAL DESIGN
PURCHASE REQUISITION #P357177

1.0 OBJECTIVE:

The objective of this Statement of Work is to deveiop twa deliverables: a White Paper which containg = =
conceptual design criteria and a Final Conceptual Design Report which describes in detall the Sludge -
Processing System. The pond sludges have bean removed from the five 207 Solar Evaporation Ponds

and 788 Clarifier are being stored in tanks on the 750 Pad, The program objective is to design a

procass 10 minimally treat sludges, water, saits and brine preeess-teca-sidgos-wie-siablized-polols
for disposal under the cap of Operable Unit 4 (OU 4).

%"’ .J
'“- '.. ‘p-‘
2.0 SCOPE OF WORK: ORI
| - s “;;.M“
The Subcontractor shall first develop a White Paper which describas the general design ineering

basis for a Chemisa-Selldilieation-Syeiem-{CES) systam which will treatl sludges 1o thep

Slandards)defined in the Dmft Interim Meesures/intesim Remaedial Action Decision Document-setidiby
Wior gisposal under the Engineered bamier of OU 4. Available Treatabifity

Study Reports and Process Formulation Reports will be used as the basis for thesa two design criteria
daliverables. The White Paper will be used as an input to the OU 4 Interim Measures/interim Remedial
Action Decision Document being written by othars. The Subcontractor shall develop a design for a

process wnich utilizes, as appropriate. existing GFE equipment remaining from the eariier Pf;l:’:__
Halliburion-NUS (HNUS) process train erection task, currently available on the Rocky Flats Plant.  delube
Subcontractor shall also deveiop a Final Conceptual Design Report which expands on the White Paper,
eweting Engineering Design, Charactenzation, and Treatabiity data to meet Aocky Flats Plant

requiremants to support Tille (| design of a Rellelized Sludge Processing System. A single process

system is required to procass all of the 207 Ponds sludQes-wite-pedels.

3.0 GENERAL BACKGHROUND:
3.1 Genatsal

Operable Unit Four (OU 4), :he Solar Ponds, is an element of the Oepartment of Energy's
Environmental Restoration Program at the Rocky Flats Plant. QU 4 inciudes five solar
evaporation pends: 207A, 207B series (north, cemter and south), and 207C. !n the (ate
19505, the ponds were used to store and evaporate low-level radicaclive procsas water.

@ "*WT Existing Characterization ang Treatability Studies. Process Formulation Repons. and Design
.\.V"*‘\,f# Work developed by Hallibunon-NUS Camoration define CSS process formuias and process

o “*‘.J ) syslems, whnich, ! impiementeq, wiil produce two stabilized waste forms from two process

dot trains which meet Federal and State Land Disposal Restrictions for Hazardous Waste. It is
intended that the process fcrmula(s) will be redefined in a separate subconiract 10 enable
speranon of ony cna equicment lrain.

3.2 Siudge Corstituents and Characteristics:
Wastes from the Solar Evaporation “8° Pond are a combination of liquid and solids, the total

stored voiume of which is approximately 240,000 galions. Wastes from the Solar
Svacoration “C" Pong are a combination of liquid, studge, and saits, the total stored volumae

/ OO,
A 00 m@;"wq
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of wnich is approximately 400,000 galions. Wastes from the Pond Clarifler are
predominantly siudqe, the total stored volume of which is approximately 75,000 galions.
The hazardous wasle codes aasociated with the wastes in the ponds are as foliows: F001
F002, FOOS, FOO8, FOO7, FOOQ and DO0OS,

-
PRSP

EG&Q Rocky Flats, Inc. Solar Pond Projects will provide the Subcontractor with existing _ -
soecific data on chetnical and geotechnical data for the wastes from sach Solar Evaporation . =2
Pond and the 788 Clarifler. TiE

4.0 TECHMICAL REQUIREMENTS / TASKS:
4.1 General Requirements:

4.1.1 The Subcontractor shail provide all materials, personnel, equipment, procedures,
and services required to accomplish all items called for in this Slaternent of Work.

4.1.2 The work shall bs accomplished by the Subcontractor's direct staff or, if necessary,
sub-tier Subcontractors. All sub-tier subcontractors shall be approved by the
Contractor (EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc.) through a technical evaluation following the
proposal.

4.1.3 The Subcontracior shatt be responsible for the professional: quality, technical

, accuracy, and the coordination of all procedures and other servicea fumished. The
Subcontractor shall, without additional compensation, correct or revise any errors
or deficiencles In its procedures or other services,

4.1.4 The Subcontractor shall be knowi&dqublo of and shai follow the EG&G Rocky Flats,
ine. Plant Mealth and Safety Practices Manual requirements. Copies of this manual
will be issued under separate cover, ¥ needed.

4.1.5 The Subcontractor shall ensure that all Subcontractor personnel recsive
appropriate training and indoctrination, as defined in EG&G Rocky Fats, Inc,
procedures. prior 10 working in controlled or restricted areas of Rocky Flats Plant.

4.2 Meeungs:
4.2.1 The following list of meetings snall ba required during the project:

A kicxoff meeting at the supbcontractor's office to review and clanty tho scope of
work and scheawe as called for in this Statement of Work.

Status report meetings 10 be heid at the Subcontractors offices no less than once a
month gunng the progress ot the work,

Subcontracior may proposae additional meetings f ceemed appropnate as priced
cptions,

These meetings wiil be antenced by appropriate members of the Contractors support team.
The Subcontraczor shall Rave represantatives avasable at each meeting {0 provide input ana
raspond to questions.

J\M @.ﬁ& QJ{L/WWA/
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4.3 Specific Tasks:
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4.3.1
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4.3.2

b

Tagk 1. The Subcontractor shall develop & White Paper which describes in
Reguiatory Language the general design and engineering basis for a minimally
lreated sludge process siwiQe-CES-pressss. This process will traat-solidify all the
sludge materials from the Solar Evaporation Ponds (curently being stored in high - % ..
density polystnylene tanks on the 750 Pad) and minimally treat sludge materials lo  __--
meet the Performance Standards defined-peliekise-the-ceiidiled-matanal for o
ovontuak disposal uncer the cap as pant of the OU 4 Closure. The designed procees

shail producs material that is of a size and composition which moasts appiicable

Interim Measures/interim Reradial Action Performance Slandards LDR- siandards,

such that the material can be burled as part of the OU 4 Closure. Specifically the
subcontractor will provide a conceptual design baals for:

-

1. A system/process {0 recover the sludges and water from the storage tanks.

2. A system to transport the siudge and water {0 the process ehemiesh
stabiization unit. |

3. A single process facility that will troat-o&ablluo-pondsluugu dcﬂm frem 3
sources, 207C Pond, 2078 South Pond and the 788 Clarifier,

Hameioral-t-ngh-o+-io0sr

A systam tosfect delivery of treated sludge)into the operating area of the

EorMG-0t-Pi0esB0-Controh-Ria -0R—L50-Rod-unti-ivg-sonirasioraan-oticot
dolivosp-oitho-pelials-inte-the-ciosure of OU 4. Closure of OU 4 ig to be
accomplished by others, |
B Aproocod-dofinkinn-of-Waclo-Aoeoplanee-Crileria-le-bo-usad-bytha-Coniracior
) .
hl l"”'.l'“ “'":“'c' he "l'"." """'I “'."" he T:““”p""‘: EM Fhic-prapoacs
7. A Schedule for definitive design (Title i1),
8. A schedule of actual operation.
9
1

w»n

. A schedule of instatiation.
0. A scregule to clean and remove the process system after all siudges have baen

processed.
11. Stancards and requirements to ¢lean and remove the process system when all

sludge has been processed.
12. Conceptual cost astimate 10 accomplish design. instaiiation, operstion, and
removal.

Task 2: The Subcontractor shall ceveiop a Final Conceptus! Design Report wnich
cescrices, in detail, the design and engineering bases for the system to minmally
treat sluoges, walers ana sans Pollelized-Sluage-Fresssoing-Systom. The Final
Concegival Design Report shall expand on the White Paper (Task 1). The repont
shail be sutficient in form and comtent t0 support the requirements of a Rocky Flats
Plant T'Ja II demgn of a system to minimally treat siudges, waters and saits

The Final Canceptual Design Report shall be
croaten acsoroing 1o apahmblu Concaptual Design requirements outlined in the
Rocxy Flats Conguct of Engineenng Manual (COEM).

Documents createa as part of the final conceptual design report include but are not
limitag 12: '

OHO O went-<)
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GES screen (COEM 6.0) .-
System Classdication Form (COEM 6.3.6)
Dagign Calculations (COEM Procedure 6.4)

- Opsrational Requirements Document (COEM DES-27)
Engineerng Work Plan

«  Canceptual Design Report (COEM 6.3.1)

personnel for consuilation during performance of (his task. This representative
may be available by telephone or in person at subcontractors office at
subcontraciors written request.

5.0 OELIVERABLES:

The aciivities and products defined in this Statement of Work shall be dekvered in accordance with the
Project Scheduls identified as follows (the completion dates on the achedule shall be adjusied to reflact
the actual start date for the White Paper):

5.1 General Deliverables:

5.1.1 The Subcontractor shall provide all reproduction services for the deliverables. Ten
“ard copies shall be delivered o the Contraclor Technical Reoresentative in
Building 080 at the Interiocken Office Park, Broomfield, Colorado. The Contractor
Technical Representative shall be responsible for distribution. Each deliverable
shaill be delivered in both hard copy and IBM compatibie format.

The Subcontractor shall dekver ail drawings to the Contractor Tachnical
Representative in both a myfar hard copy (D size) and In electronic format in the
baiow listed Rocky Flats Plant standard CAD/CAE systam format.

5.1.2 AUTOCAD

a) Operating System - Release 11 or higner operating on an 18M personal
computer or 100% compatidle.

b) Files - All AUTOCAD files are 10 De detivered to the Contractor Technical
Represeniative,

¢) Media - The etectronic format shall be delivered on 3.5 lnch, 1.44 MB or
higher density disks. The file names and method used (o create the media
shall be on a label attached to the disks. An index of file names and
descriptive text shall be provided. :

The Subcontracter shall produce Contractor setected hard copy drawings using the
Rocky Flatg Plant stancard system 1o vesfy system accuracy in converting
slecironic format to hard copy. The selection of the drawings to be piotted shall be
made by the Contracior Technical Representative in accordance wih the following
sampling plan.

- The sampling clan shall iniliaily be at least 10% of the electronk media
celiverables put may be increased ta 100% based on the resuits of tho initial
10% sampling. The criarion for acceptance without expandsd sampling Is: no
giflerence Datween the sampie plots producsed from the electronic format when
zompared with the sample's mylar hard copy and the electronic format

hqx"\"\ OHBOh o emt4
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5.1.3

maintaining stancasd CAD/CAE geometlry (i.e. lines, circles, arcs) for updating
and modification at a later date. The Subcontractor shall correct all diffarences

bstween electronic formats and the mylar hard copies al no additional cost to the
Contractor, "3

Text, Spreadsheets, Schedules. The Subcontractor shall deliver ta the Contractor * * 137
Technical Rapresentative two sets of labsled 3.5 inch, 1.44 MB or higher density =~ .
disks containing all non-drawing documentation for the project, such as typed text, =
schedules. and cost estimates, Thae disks and software used shall ba 100% |BM ’
compatible. Typed text shall be produced on WordPerfect version 5.0 or higher

software. All softwars used for other items (such as schedules or cost estimates)

shail be industry standard and not speciaity software,

5.2 White Paper Deliverable

5.3

5.2.1 The White Paper shall congist of the tasks described in Section 4.3.1. In sddition,
lechnical detail will be aided by EG&G reprosentatives at the project Xickolf meeting
described in Section 4.2.1. The EG&G CTR will provide additiona) technical input as
requected by subcontractior. :

5.2.2 White Paper Delivery Schedule
Ten *hara" copies of the final version of this white paper shall be delivered to the
EGAG CTR on or before 10 working days after shasi-of-thiscomratt.

"3 o 10 Amageat 1994 ;’ﬁ {‘m

Final Concapiual Cesign Report Daliverables moetesy. .

5.3.1  The Final Concepiual Design Report shal consist of the documents listed in the COEM
in Section 6, and prepared acoording to standards described in the COEM. Required
documents are listed in the COEM. A partial fist is provided below:

- Design Calculations (COEM Procedure 8.3.6)
Operation Requirements Document (COEM DES-27)
Engineenng Work Plan

- Conceptuai Desgn Report (per COEM 6.3.1)

£.3.2 Final Conceptual Design Repont Delivery Schadule

Ten *harug” copies of a compiste Draft Verswon of the Final Conceptual Design Report
shail be deliverad to the CTR on or betore 45 working day after award 6f contract
Electronic versions of this draft are not & requirement for delivery of this draft.
Subcontractor may option to furnish additional copies of this draft version in
glectronic {ormat.

The EGAG SPP CTR will review the draft documents ang return comments 0
subcentractor in 1§ working days or 60 days after award of Contract.

Subcantractor snait resolve and incorporate applicable comments and deliver the
Finai Version of the Conceptua! Design Report to the CTR on or tefore 80 working
days aner award of subcontract. Ten “hard” copies and an addltional slectrone
copy are required for this Fina) Version dedlvery. Delivery formats are specified Iin
section 5.1 of this SOW.

OOt
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5.0 APPUCABLE DOCUMENTS:

6.1

6.2

6.3

7 O CUALITY ASSURANCE ¥

7.

Documents:

6.1.1 Treatabiity Study Report and Process Formulation Report, Ponds 207A, 2078
North, 2078 Center, ana 2078 South (Preliminary Draft) datea July 1982,
prepared by HNUS Environmental Corporation.

[Sh | -
ke

6.1.2 Treatablity Study Report and Procass Formuiation Repon for Pond 207C and
Clarifler, Revision 0, dated July 1992, prepared by HNUS Environmental
Corporation.

6.1.3 Pond Sludge Waste Characterization Report and Clarifler Sludge Waste

Charactsrization Report for EGAG Rocky Flats prepared by HNUS Environmental
Corporation, dated March 1992,

6.1.4 (White Paper) Rocky Flats Solar Pond/Pondcrete Stabilization Project -
Stabilizaton of Concentrated Brine Wastes - C Pond Clarifler Process, prepared by
HNUS Environmental Corporation, date October 15, 1992,

€.1.5 (White Papar) Rocky Fiats Plant Solar Ponds 207A and 2078 Remediation Program
Description. A/B White Paper for EQAG Rocky Flats prepered by HNUS
Environmental Corporation, dated November 8, 1892,

6.1.6 Process Control Plan - C Pond and Clarifier - Pondsiudge Waste Processng,
preparea by KNUS Environmaental Corporation, Revision 0, dated September 24,
1903,

8.1.7 Greatly Accalerated Sludge Processing (GASP) meeting minutes dated August 1,
1994,

The Rocky Flats Plant COEM is a controlied document. The project Engineer will transfer
custody of a current copy to the subcontractor upeh complstion of subcantract signing.
Revisions 10 the CCEM that aHfect subcontractor performance, cost or schedule, shail be the
basts for a change order(s) par existing procurement procedure. Section 6.1 of the COEM is
{he controlling document for Conceptual Oesign (Task 2) of this SOW.

8.2.1 ASRP Cuaslity Assurance Plan
§.2.2 ASRP Hearth and Safaty Plan

Contractor Assumas that Subcontractor has these documents in its possession as of this date.
Sontractor CTH wiil fumish missing documents upon receipt of request from Subcontractor.

(777 ol
‘,u MA‘-’

‘Nork parformed under this statement of york is govemed by appropriate EG4G Rocky Flats
inc. ASRP Guaity Assurancs Plan. Thg/Conduct o1 Engineenng Manual (COEM,) provides the
requirements 1607 work done 1 prepare plual design. These documents comply with
the Environmental Protection Agency QAMS-005/80 and the Department of energy arder
5700.6C. The Subcontractor wil comoty with the applicablo requirements ot these
documents for an quality atfecting acilvities. As an option, the Subcontractor will comoty

QO humenty
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VAN G IEQUIgINEING VI ail aupivvey anyg nrhpbmemeb Ublllty Assurance Mian ol its own’

i ‘hat mees the inter of the ASME NQA-1 guidance cocument. f subcontractor slects 1o

.o molement its own Cualty Assurance Plan, this election must te approveq in wnting by the
CTA prior to impiementation by the subcontractor. The Subcontractor will sxorcise dus
ciligence 1o dentty all applicable requirements and define the impiernenting action to
achlove quality goals tor those requiremaents, using a risk based graded approach,

7.2 Organization:

The authority and responsibilities of persons or organizations performing work under this
Staternent of Work shail be esmblished, documented, and submitted 10 the Contractor
Technical Representative. An organization chart identifying specific individuals by name
Supported by itemized authonties and responaibilities I8 a suitable means of documentation.

7.3 Accessibility:

The Subcontractor's work place and working records shall be acceasible during normal
working hours for verification or audit by EG&Q Rocky Flats, Inc, or its representatives
during the parformance of the subcontract. All completed records shall become the property
of EGAG Rocky Flats, Inc. and shall be tumed over to EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. no later than 80
days following the completion of the technical work.

7.4 Speciic Prohibitions:
The Subcontractor shall nol be permitted to:

1) Provide any safety-related items without prior inspection and acceptance by the EG&G
Rocky Flats, in¢. Quality Assurance organization.

2) Perform any special processes such as welding, Non-Destructive Evaluation, heat
lreatment, plating, etc. for which acceptance is based on supplier-furnished personnet
qualifications or other quality assurance criteria.

3) Perform inspections or (ests of equipment or components for the purpose of
determining final acceptanca by EGAG Rocky Flats, Inc., except for those inspections
and tasts conducted in accormancs with EGAG Rocky Flats, Inc. implementing
srocedures or Subcontractor procedures which have been approved by EGRG Rocky
Flats, Inc. All such inspections and tests shall be performed using measuring and test
equipment verfied and authorized by the Rocky Flats Plant Metrology Laboratory. Al
work shall be performed under the diract supervision of EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc.
personnel. and witnessed by qualitiea EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. personnel.

8.0 SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS:

8.1 Security Clearances / Escont Requirsments:

it is anticipateda that mors than 50 percent of the work under this Statement of Wark will be
cerformed at tha Subcontractor's own facillty. No known requirement for secunty
clearances exists at this lime at the Intertocken facility other than ail personnel must be U.
S. Citizens. If a prysical review of the actual construction site and operation is required,
£GA&G Rocxy Fiats. Inc. personnel will provide the necessary escon.

W 00.Go Yty
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6.2

8.3

8.4

Clasalfication cf Inlormation Attecting Project Documentation:

Information and documents generated from this project are exempt from classitication
review and Unclassified Controlled Nuciear information review. Retarence 0. A. Ringle
memorandum to Distribution; Claasification Exemption for OU 4 Documents, DAR-039-93
dated May 268, 199).

Contractor Technical Representative:

The Contractor Technical Reoresentative is the single point of technical contact for the
Subcontractor. The Contractor Technical Representative will be designated prior fo
subcontract award. The Contractor anc/or the Solar Ponds Project reserves the right to re-
designate the Contractor Technical Representative at any time. All technical communications
between the Subcontractor, the Contractor, or the Depariment of Energy shall be initiated
through the Cantractor Technical Representative. Al technical submittais shail be delivered
to the Contractor Technical Representative with copies of the letter of transmirtal being sent
10 the Contractors Subcontract Admmistrator.

Partnering Clause

The parties agree that they will pursue, under & voluntary cooperative effor, the
possibility of establishing ana signing a partnering agrasment between the primary parties
Invoived In this project. The purpose ot such an agreement is 10 @stablish mutual goals and
working agreements amang this project's participants. Goals which may be established
include completion of the project ahead of schadule, minimizing cost growth, avoiding
litgation, pramoting value engineering, cooperation among people and commitment to
leamwark, and prevention of long4ermm shutdown or disruption of sarvices to the facility.
If developed, the agrsements will not ba a legally binding document, bul will represent a
commitment to work together toward common goals.

The oarties further agree that in order to investigate this possibility, immediately after the
project kickoff meeting, a meeting shall be conductad by a orofessional faciitator and
attended by representatives of all interestad parties, Parucipants shall inciuae the
ropresentatives of HNUS and EG&G Solar Pond Projects, and the subcontractors semor,
Executive Officer, Project Manager, Project Engineer, Project Superintendant, Quality
Control Manager, and cthers the subcontractor deems appropnate. This inilial one (1) day
meeting shall be conductea prior {0 the initlation of work. If & partnering agreement is
estabighed, a follow-up one-uay meeting will aiso be conducted during the ccurse of the
project, but not later than midway througn completion. ' '

Sabedroche
The [S¥irasten) shail ba responsible for providing all arrangements for the partnering
meeting as follows. As above, the inftial meeting shall be conductea regaraless of wheiher
the pantles establish a pannering agreement,

a Pannenng Arrangements, n coordination with the Subcantracter. seiect and hire a
crofessional faciitator who is qualified ana experienced in conducting partnering
conferences for projects.

b. Arrangements for meeting rooms and hotel accommoaations for participants for the
initial ano follow-up meetings. The meating location shall not be at the censtruction
site or local office of any participant. The contractor will not be responsicle for the
sravel of accommodation expenses of noncontracior personnel except for the
selectea faciitator.

QA wantty
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c. in coordination with EGAG Solar Pond Projects, the announcement of: all times,
seleciod pianes, and dates of meetings and written invitation to all interested
partles.
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GREATLY ACCELERATED SLUDGE PROCESSING (GASP)
MEETING MINUTES, AUGUST 1, 1994

Attending: *#Kathy London, EGAG/SPP
Richard Ninesteel, HNUS/BRE
Tom Beckman, EGAG
Harry Heidkamp, ES/PES
Tom Schmidt, EG&Q
Don Brenneman, HNUS/BRE
*Leon Collins, EGAG/SPP

* coordinators for ESHNUS communications
# racorder

PURPOSE: Group discussion and finalization of working perdormance standards for
minimally-lreated pond waste.

PRODUCTS FROM MEETING

wOrkingFo_rformance S\andard‘s]Eslablished:

'ﬁ \ re Compacted material (material In-place) must pass paint filter test.
s 2.0
ot + Compacted materig! musl pass 90% proctor test.

( + Any added constituent (like chlorides) must be identilied to ES and pass modeling at
the Point Of Compliance.

* No gas generation from material under cap.

\- Reguiatory pathogen control requirement is assumed.

ACTION ITEMS: Due COB Friday 8/5/94

«  HNUS will reviaw and advise SPP on how lo control pathogens.

+ HNUS and SPP will reviaw process to ensure no gas generation will occur.

* ES will provide the latest date they can accommodate the addition of new constituents
such as chlorine. to the sludge, or its reaction products.

* ES will review the pathogen control requirements and propose to EG&G any adddtional
potential ARARs or design criteria identified.

+  ES will examine scenarios for receipt of dewatered sludge at OU 4 ano recommend a
oreferred scenaro (proposed due dale August 12, 1984),

MEETING MINUTES

Following introguctions and exolanation of the scope of each comorate entity, £S
nrasented their conceptual acceptance cntena.

meebng mawles
Aug 1. 1994
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* Material must pass paint filter test (to meet RCRA)

o Sludge must be incorporated into the waste layer
- assume sludge by itselt won't compact
« plan to mix with soil/lunspecitied ratio

* 3% 1o 5% The percent reporied in the meeting was subsequently revised: ~ 7% by
volume solidifled 2-3% by volume dewatered may based on 5,000 CY pure sludge
(dewatered)of waste layer will be siudge (max), less if dewatered.

o No unique handling criterion envigioned
« assume worker safety at procoss will adequately control dusting

SPP: Sludge is more like a slime. < 200 range; so agree unabla to compact sludge alone
and must concidar size range in mixer design.

ES: DOE has introduced idea of including remix under the cap, too. The cap is more or
less max'ed oul; though we could accommodate 12,000 to 13,000 cubic yards total.

SPP:. Existing remix inventory is 8,000 Tri-Walls not including triwall packaging.
Any restrictions on burying plastic packaging?

ES: No restriction as such on plastics under cap; but anything that degrades or off-gases
could leave unacceptable voids.

HNUS: Could lime be added to the fifts to prevent biological degradation?
ES: Possible, espedially if helps achieve the 1000 year protection.

HNUS: Let's discuss chiorination to control biomass. Bioactivilty includes the sewage
issue: when we were planning to ship 1o Nevada test Site, NTS has a pathogen constraint.
Think it comes from NRC criteria, but nol sure if apptias 10 OU 4. Any new ARARs
tecause of the sewage connection?

ES: Adding any hazardous constituant would require ES to review/revise the heaith-
eftects. Can check into the pathogens, bit need tc avoid gas generation for cap-integrity

anyway.,

SPP: Altemate approaches to sludge preparation include blending with fly ash (lor
brine apsorption) 1o ensure it passes paint-filter test. Could filtler the soluble salts and
handle the brine separately. No mechanical process gets rid of the brine. Therrnal
drving has been investigated before with negalive results (and “value engineered” in
1993). SPP will probably need to document why Incse technologies are not suitable lor
use in the OU 4 closure.

Could any of the sludge or remix be biended into the cap above the asphalit layers to
increase cap capacity? Or blended into the asphalt? s the assumption that the cap is
inviolate a good assumpuion?

SHeurg “vruids
Asg 1. 134
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ES: Any added volume is & negalive, though probably could accept flly ash. Blending with
soil alone is most desirable. Any other configurations would have 10 pass the modeling at
Point-Ol-Compliance; mayba contaminants could go in the asphalt, but not in the cap
itself, The design must stop moving around at some point, and we are running out of
physical apace.

ES: Would not write the proctor test into the construction specifications, rather, so-
many passes with a roller, Tes! compaction and see what you get before issuing
specifications, 90% proctor may be achievable. Think of it as needed 10 support the
construction equipment working on top of each (ift, and to prevent ditferential settling of
the cap. ‘

SPP: When we write our next statement of work, we may need to call ES and gat more
details on what drives the chosen compaction and moisture content of soil nesded to
achisve compaction. If it were usehul, could move soils over to the pad 10 mix with
sludge; though probably will be easier 10 move siudge to the construction site.

Is there an industry standard that addresses pros and cons of working with dry aggregate
and adding water 10 suit, or working with aggregates of varying moisture content?

HNUS: Gut-lael is that we would have to add something like fly ash 1o get the C-Pond
saits/sludge to pass a paint lilter test.

ES: Il nead to look into adding fly ash, suggest use ASTM definitions to compare with list
of COCs.

HNUS: Would it be uselul to dispcse some of the sludge handling equipment under the cap
with the 8788 debris?

SPP: Volume of contaminated layer probably will be limiting.

HNUS: A covered roto-liller with intemal spray bars might be @ good way to use the
brine for compaction moisture while suppressing airborne concems.

SPP: Rad Engineering would probably prefer this method over dry mixing.

SPP: We are looking into using some of our Investigation Derived Material for HNUS
treatability studies. Some IDM is contaminated and same is not.

ES: A good contacet at ES for soiis is Richard Henry.

SPP: Reviewed contracling structure: appears HNUS can proceed with loday's
information under the centract we nave. Tom Beckman asked that Leon Collins and Kathy
London be used as tecnnical contact points for €S and HNUS exchanges. Note the following
individuals need to be copied for contract purposes:

Phil Nixon, ES

Rich Ninesteel, HNUS/BRE
Andy Leoford, EG&G

Tom Beckman, EG&G

TeRUNG Mirwsias
Aug 7, 1994
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% Halliburton NUS Corporation
£ 17 August, 1994

Organizational Conflict of Interest
Supplemental Disclosure Statement
EG&G Rocky Flats, inc.
MTS 225471001AS3/ST3
Solar Pond Projects Accelerated Sudge Processing Conceptual Design

This Organizational Conflict of Interest Disclosure Statement dated August 17, 1994 is being
submitted as a supplement to our previous disclosure dated February 11, 1992 under RFP No.
- 97256WS (currently MTS 225471AS).

The U.S. Department of Energy Acquisition Regulations require that any direct or indirect
relationship (financial, organizational, contractual, or otherwise) with any business entity which-
would be affected in any way by the proposed work, be disclosed.

Set forth below are all relevant contracts and proposals with EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. and
Department of Energy:

&G R Flats. In ntract No. MT. 71, Task r3 OKJ3

Halliburton NUS is to conduct a treatability study to develop the chemical stabilization and
solidification formulation for the existing pondcrete and saltcrete sludges.

Fernald Environmental Restoration Man nt Corporation: Contract No. 04424320-30-T

Halliburton NUS provides personnel to work on the Fernald Environmental Management
Project in the areas of remediation investigation, feasibility studies, site-training, site-
laboratory, safety analysis, risk assessment and technology development.

I hereby certify, as a representative of my organization, that to the best of my knowledge and
belief, all relevant facts--concerning past, present, or currently planned interest or activities
(financial, contractual, organizational or otherwise) which relate to the proposed work and bear
on whether | have (or the organization has) a possible conflict of interest with respect to (1)
being able to render impartial, technically sound, and objective assistance or advise, or (2)

being given andhfair*/competitive advantage--are fully disclosed ahove.
Signature /A/M W

Date: Auqust 17,1994
Name: Robert Waller
Title: Vice President
Use or disclosure of this data is subject to the restriction of U.S. Code 5 U.5.C 552 W
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